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CONTROVERSIAL. | 
Remarks on Phiiotheus. 
( Continued.) 

We believe that ** Clrist will come the second 
{ime, without sin unto salvation; and we be- 
lieve that which constituted Christ « sinner, at! 
his first coming, was the sin of the members| 
of his body: ** For be it known unto you, that 
Christ is the head of every man;’’ and every, 
or all men being the members of his body, and 
on him being laid the INIQUITIES OF US| 
ALL! Christ appeared with the sins of all 
men, suspended upon the cross on Calvary, 
and ‘ tasied death for every man.” The 
Head, suffering for the members, and the mem- 
bers, all men, who are the bride, the Lamb's 
wife, was then and there cleansed from all sin; 
“for the blood of Christ cleanseth from all 
sin,’’ and were made perfect in Christ their 
Head; “‘ for he hath perfected for ever them 
that are sanctified,’ and God beholds us in 
Christ, without spot or blemish. Philotheus! 
says, ‘** The light of Christ is that which makes 
our sins manifest to us, &c.; whatsoever makes 
manifest is light,” &c. The word manifest,with- 
out one solitary exception, is in Scripture 
perfectly synonymous with the word known. 
Paul says, ** By the law is the knowledge of 
sin; | had not known sin, except the law had 
said, Thou shalt not covet.” Philothcus says, 
‘* Whatsoever makes manifest is light.” He 
has marked this as a quotation, and we are of 
opinion, that it was not quoted from the Scrip- 
tures. It is not correct. How that which maketh | 
a thing known, can be the thing itself, is to us 
incomprehensible. John, speaking of himseif, 
said, ‘‘ He was not the light, but was sent to 
bear witness of that light, that was the true 
light,” &c. And John testified of Christ, that 
he should baptize the Pharisees, whom he 
called a generation of vipers, ‘* with the Holy 
Ghost and fire.” Philotheus, after some gene- 
ral remarks, observes, ** If the intention of the 
Editor is to promulgate such truths as these, I 
rejoice, and desire he may follow this Guide in 
the regeneration; and follow this Captain, in 
the war against Antichrist.” It is immaterial 
to us what kind of truths they are which are 
exhibited, or by whom, if they are only truths; 
but we have for some time had a predilection 
in favour of what is contained in the Scriptures, 
and have considered them as containing the 
truth. We believe that there cannot be two 
kinds of truth; the idea of a false truth is some- 
what inconsistent with truth. We shall make 
the Scriptures our text book, and give them 
the decided preference to all others. We 
feel it to be our duty to acknowledge, that our 
correspondent has evinced a sincere desire to 
obtain the truth, and to reject error; and we 
have no disposition to charge him, personally, 
with any errors, but would impute any thing of 
the kind to the prejudices which take root in 





the mind of every man, and which “ grow with 


his growth, and strengthen with his strength.” 
Philotheus asks, ‘Who is Antichrist ”’ and 
adds, ‘‘he is an Antichrist who denies the pre- 
ceding doctrines; or denies that it is necessa- 
ry that Jesus Christ should come and dwell in 
us, and be manifest in our flesh, by his Spirit.” 
We are rather suspicious that we must pass 
fur Antichrist, if Philotheus’ doctrines are 
correct in full; but it must first be proved, that 
they are the doctrines of Christ; then, if we 
deny them, we are indeed guilty. Some of 
the declarations of Philotheus are rather am- 
biguous. He declares, that he who “ denies 
that it is necessary that Jesus Christ should 
come and dwell in us, and be manifest in our 
flesh, by his Spirit, is Antichrist.” [tis candid- 
ly acknowledged, that we do not understand 
this; we know the meaning of the words, but 
we do not know what the writer of them 
intended we should understand by them. If 
he meant, by the word necessary, that the salva- 
tion of the soul could not be effected without 
this, we deny it in the most unqualified manner 
imaginable. If by being manifest in the 
flesh, or our flesh, he meant that it was neces- 
sary that Christ, or God, should take part of 
our flesh and blood, and should be manifest, or 
known, as God reconciling the world unto him- 
self, and that by his own works, and on the 
cross, at the first appearing of Christ, we sub- 
scribe to the doctrine with all our heart, and 
declare, that he that denieth this, is Antichrist. 
And what to Philotheus may appear, at least, a 
little extra-theological, we believe that none 
but Antichrist will deny, that Christ has al- 
ready done it. We declare, in the most un- 
qualified manner, that we believe the modern 
doctrine of regeneration, which declares that 
men are created anew in themselves, is the very 
essence of the doctrine and principles of Antt- 
christ, and has no foundation, either in nature, 
reason, or revelation, for its support. We be- 
lieve our good regenerated men, can be made a 
great deal better than they are at present; and 
that many, very many of their deeds would be 
a very great disgrace to the wicked unregene- 
rate part of the community; and that even 
their righteousnesses are far from being libel- 
led, when they are called ‘* filthy rags."” The 
Spirit of God does not produce “filthy rags.” 
We fear the spirit of the devil, or at least a 
spirit of no very good origin, is sometimes at 
the bottom of the matter. Philotheus, in his 
quotation from John, 2d epistle, Ist chap. 7th 
verse, has made a small mistake; the words 
‘of his people,” are not in the Scriptures. 
See John, 4th chap. of his first Epistle. and 2d 
and 3d verses. Although Christ ha - in 
the flesh of his people, all being b ~- | 2, 
see 100th Psalm, ‘ for all were made 6y him, 
and for him,” and he took upon him our nature, 
and “took part of the anil and blood,” &c.; 
still, we cannot avoid asking Philotheus, if be 
does not deal out damnation with too profuse 


he calls the antichristian doctrine, that it “ de- 
nies that Jesus Christ must come as a new 
birth, in our flesk by his Spirit, a second time 
for our salvation.” We must believe that he 
neans, that the salvation of men depends upon 
a regeneration in this life; and this regenera 

tion is effected by Christ's coming the second 
time, and in our flesh; and all who deny this, 
are antichristian. We think Paul preached a 
little different from this doctrine, ana is, accord- 
ing to Philotheus, very antichristian. In his 
Epistle to the Hebrews, 10th chap. 9th to 15th 
verses inclusive, P»ui, speaking of Christ, says, 
“Then said he, Lo, | come, to do thy will, O 
God. He taketh away the first, that he may 
establish the second. By the which will we are 
sanctified, through the offering of the body of 
Jesus Christ, once for all! And every priest 
standeth daily ministering and offering often 

times the same sacrifices, which can never 
take away sins. But this man, after he had 
offered ONE sacrifice for sins, for ever sat down 
on the right band of God; from henceforth 
expecting till his enemies be made his footstool. 
For by ONE offering he hath perfected for ever 
them that are sanctified. Whereof the Holy 
Ghost is a witness to us.’’ And in the 18th 
verse, ‘* Now where remission of these is,there 
is no more offering for sin.” We ask Philo- 
theus, if this doctrine is not a little different 
from his ! And does not the words, ‘his flesh, 
‘of his people,” &c. which is substituted, look 
like the antichristian doctrine, which under- 
values the *‘ blood of the covenant,’ and makes 
the personal holiness of the creature an indis- 
pensable requisite in salvation, to the exclusion 


Christ? We think it does. And rather than 
subscribe to a doctrine so derogatory tu out 
Almighty Redeemer and Saviour Jesus Christ, 
we would submit to receive all the degrading 
epithets which antichristian zealots can heap 
upon us. It is our confident hope, that PAr/o 
theus, will see the inconsistency and impiety 
of these deductions, which we believe he has 
unwittingly produced, and embrace the truth 
of the Gospel of the Saviour, of a once lost, but 
now redeemed worip! 

Speaking of Calvinists, our correspondent 
says, ‘‘ Calvinists have believed, that by the 
first great manifestation of God in the flesh 
of the Virgin Mary, by the suffering, and 
crucifixion of Jesus, atonement was made 
to God by the innocent one, who suffered for, 
and instead of the guilty, a certain elect few, 
for whom only Christ died. But the Universa 
lists have carried Calvinistic salvation by the 
outward birth, life, sufferings, and deatu ot 


Christ, to an universal extent, declaring, that 
** Jesus Christ tasted death for every man,” and 
atoned on the cross for the sins of all. = For 
every man, is not instead of every man; if for 
meant instead of, no man could ever dic; Christ 


having tasted death instead of all mankind. 





a hand, when in addition to this, he says, of what 


Deists, note this; you who accuse God of 


of the meritorious and effectual salvation of 





punishing his innocent Son instead of guilty;a merciful and faithful high-priest in things) his coming.” 
Christ died for man, but not instead of! pertaining to God, to make reconciliation for/and all are necessarily unbelievers who do not 


man. 


man.’ We heartily thank Philotheus for thts 


excellent and candid arrangement of the mat- iniquities of us all; and with his stripes we) Christ and human nature, his church. 


ter; he has marshalled his forces well. But 
we hope to rout his right wing, take his left 
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ithe sins of the people. On him was laid the 


lare healed. Knowing this, that our old man 
jis crucified with him, that the body of sin 


The unbeliever in these truths, 


understand them, will object to this union of 
It will 
be objected that Christ was without sin. Grant- 
ed—and human nature was without sin, tn the 


| 


prisoners, and with the assistance of our Cap-| might be destroyed, that henceforth we should|same sense Christ was without sin,—for man- 


tain, Counsellor, and Guide, to clear the field of 
every foe! The Calvinists and Universalists 
he speaks of, are alikegampotent, erroneous, 
and their doctrines indefensible; but not more 
so than those who would achieve, by the agen- 
cy and assistance of the creature, that which 
they deny to the ability or inclination of the 
Creator to perform. We will first state what 
Christ did not die for; second, the end for 
which he died. First, Christ did not die to 
save man from the death of the body; neither 
did Christ die to appease the wrath of God, nor 
to reconcile God to man; neither did Christ die 
instead of man, the innocent instead of the guilty. 
We will now prove what Christ died for; and 
if the end for which he died shall appear, from 
the plain tenor of the Scriptures, to be differen: 
from the abovementioned ends, they will need 
no other refutation. The name given to Christ, 
was declarative of the end of his mission; 
** Jesus, because he shall save his people from 
their sins.”” He therefore died to save his 
people from, not im their sins. We cannot 
help making a pause.—lIs not man inconsistent 
and unreasonable beyond measure?! Is it 
possible for language to be plainer ? for words 
to be more expressive? for an expression to 
be more consolatory ? Why all this cavilling ’ 
From whence these doubts and objections ’? Is 
God unworthy of credit? Do you dispute the 
declaration of the Most High!’ And you, ye 
partialists, who ‘ respect the persons of men 
in judgment;”’ and actuated by the spirit of the 
‘elder brother,’ foam with tndignation when 
the music of salvation salutes your ear;—you, 
who would rather remain in ‘* the field,” than 
enter your ** Father’s house,”’ lest you should 
witness the joys, and divide your tnheritance 
with your brother ;—produce the will or testa- 
ment of the Almighty Father; put your finger 
on the codicil which makes you the heir, and 
disinherits one offspring of our Almighty Fa- 
ther! “1 will give him for a covenant of the 
people, that thou mayest be my salvation unto 
the ends of the earth. God love. Ll Am 
God, I change not. God commendeth his 
love toward us, in that while we were yet 
sinners Christ died for us. Much more, then, 
beiny now justified by his blood, we shall be 
saved from wrath through him. For if when we 
were enemies we were reconciled to God by the 
death of his Son; much more, being reconciled, 
we shall be saved by his life. Be it known unto 
you, that Christ is the head of every man; we 
are the members of his body, of his flesh, and 
of his bones; we were crucified with him, 
buried with him, and have risen with him. 
And I, if I be lifted up from the earth, will 
draw all men unto me. Forasmuch, then, as 
the children are partakers of fl. ‘\ and blood, 
he also himself took part of ... same; that, 
through death, he might destroy him that had 
ihe power of death, that is, the devil; and de- 
liver them, who through fear of death, were 
all their lifetime subject to bondage. For 
verily he took not on him the nature of angels; 
but he took on him the seed of Abraham. 
Wherefore in all things it behoved him to be 


Is 


made like unto his brethren, that he might be! 


not serve sin. And having made peace by the 
‘blood of his cross, by him to reconcile all 
‘things voto himself, whether they be things in 
earth, or things in heaven. For as in Adam all 
die, even so in Christ shall all be made alive. 
The last enemy shall be destroyed, death.” 
We have now very important questions to ask. 
Who was the first enemy? las. Sin. Can 
the first enemy exist, after the last ts desiroy- 
ed? Can the cause remain after the effect 
ceases ? or can the effect cease, so long as the 
cause remains ? Weanswer, NO! Did all men 
die in Adam? and if so, did not all men, Adam 
excepted, suffer the consequence of sin, death, 
without being actual transgressors, by overt 
acts, in their own persons? And did not all 
men, therefore, suffer, the innocent with the 
guilty ? And as ** Adam was not deceived, but 
the woman was deceived,” did not Adam volun- 
tarily take part of the same forbidden fruit out 
of love for his wife, and not out of love for 
the fruit? And did not Chrisi, the second Adam, 
take part of the forbidden fruit, when he took 
our sins, and * bare them in his own body on 
the tree? And are not all men, or human nature 
in the aggregate, ** bene of his bone, and flesh 
of his flesh;”’ in the same sense in which Adam 
considered Eve, to ** be bone of his bone, and 
flesh of his flesh?” And did not Christ, the 
husband of human nature, do this out of love 
to his wife, when she was dead in trespasses 
and sin, as Adam did for his wife, when she 
was dead in trespasses and sin? And was not 
Christ guilty in the same ratio, that all mankind 
were guilty of sin in Adam? And did not the 
ipostle allude to this, when he said of Christ, 
that “ he endured the cross; despising the 
shame,’’ &c ? And again, when he says, ** The 
reature was made subject to vanity, not wal- 
ingly, but by reason of him who hath subject 
ed the same in hope ?” And as Adam and Christ 
ire placed parallel in the Seriptares, and it is 
leclared, that as by man came death, by man 
ilso, Christ, came the resurrection and the lile: 
ind death coming by the first Adam on his first 
ippearing, and his first transgression, does noi 
ithe life come by Christ, the second Adam, on 
its lirstappearing, and suffering for the trans- 
cression of his members or bride?) And if ti 
does not come at his first appearing, is not the 
offence greater than the gift, instead of the gif 
being greater than the offence ? And as man- 
kinddo not suffer in their own persons the 
conscious death, or wages of sin, until they 
ire actual teansgressors, although they died in 
\dam; so mankind do not enjoy the conscious- 
ness of salvation and eternal life in Christ, al- 
though they are made alive, and saved in him 
with an everlasting salvation, until they are 
actually believers in him and in this salvation, 
or eternal life, which is in the Son of God, for 
them, and was as much effected by Christ, at 
his first appearing, as the sin, or death, was 
effected by Adam for them at his appearing. 
And it follows, inevitably, that all mankind will 
assuredly be made partakers of the life, as 
that they were made partakers of the death.’ 
** But every man in hisownorder. Christ the 
first fruits, afterward they that are Christ’s at 





| kind fell in Adam without transgression in their 
}own individual capacities, and Christ was with- 
out sin in his own individual capacity; but by 
being made partaker of the same flesh and 
blood of mankind, he was necessarily made 
partaker of their sins. For their nature being 
unpure by the transgression of the first Adam, 
and afterwards by their own transgression, 
Christ, their head, by taking the nature, or 
desh of his members, was laden with all their 
imperfections. If this was not strictly true, it 
could not be said, * With his stripes we are 
healed.”” Neither could it be said, that ‘* he 
purged our sins, and cleansed us, and purified 
us, a glorious church, without spot or wrin- 
kle.”” The prophet declared, * All we like 
sheep have gone asiray; and on him was laid 
the iniquities of us all.’ And Christ declared, 
ihat he was the * good shepherd, and that he 
gave his life for the sheep.” And to indentify 
bis sheep, declared, * 1 give my life for the 
world.”? And to prove that both Jew and Gen- 
ile were included, he speaks of two sheep- 
folds, but declares, that he must bring them all 
into himself, the good Shepherd, that there may 
be one fold and ove Shepherd. ft may like- 
wise be objected by the unbeliever, that man- 
kind suffer death, without actual transgression 
in their own persons, and infants may be ad- 
duced to prove the fact. We answer—the 
death of the body, or the putting off the gar- 
ment of flesh, or dissolving the tabernacie of 
clay, is a blessing. The Scriptures are posi- 
live in their declaration, that the ** stiag of 
death is sin”’ Theretore, there cannot be the 
sting, without the knowledge of sin; for * by 
the law is the knowledge of sin.” And the 
infant is ignorant of the /aw, ignorant of sin, 
and consequently free from the sting of death, 
We now ask Vhilotheus, if he believes that 
‘Christ took part of our flesh and blood, and 
is it behoved him, in all chines was made like 
unto his brethren?’ And if this is granted, 
unl we do not see how it can be denied; we 
isk, is Christ now laden with ** the iniquities of 
us all? And if this is answered in the nega- 
jive, we ask Philotheus, whether SALVATION 
is by the first, or second appearing of Christ ? 
And if ** Christ shall appear the second tim 
LITHOU?T SIN UNIO SALVATION, will 
jit not be in the fulness of times, which * God 
jhath spoken by the mouth of all bis holy 
prophets since the world began, and which the 
Scriptures declare to be the * RESTITUTION 
OF ALL THINGS ?” And did not the prophets 
speak of this, when they testified, that the 
‘* covenant with death should be disannudlled, 
and the agreement with hell should not stand? 
Phat ** death should be swallowed up in victo- 
ry;’’ and that ‘sin and transgression should 
be remembered no more?’ And that * All 
nations whom God had made should come and 
worship before him, and glorify bis name; and 
all the ends of the world remember and turn 
unto God; and all the kindreds of the nations 
should worship before him; for the earth is 
ithe Lord’s, and he is the governor among the 
nations ?” 
Philotheus asks, 
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1 ** Ifthe Calvinists are 
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wrong for looking to the outward and typical | 
coming of the Messiah fo. che salvation of an 
elect few,—are not the Universalists in the 
same kind of error, for expecting the salvation 
of all, through the same outward and typical 
advent of the Son of God? For it has been 
shown above, that salvation is not tn this out- 
ward manner, which was a type; but in an in- 
ward power by the Antiiype, and only Saviour, 
God.”’ We ask Philotheus, by whom was the 
‘* outward manner or type!’ Was it by God, 
or man? Was it by a Saviour, or by a destroyer’ 
Suppose you were to give a pauper ten thou- 
sand dollars, and the pauper was to tell you, 
this money is only a type, it is merely outward 
in the manner of il; but the value of itis in my 
receiving w#; your giving the money 1s but : 
trifle; it is my receiving it, that makes me rich / 
It is our opinion, that your admiration of the 
man’s sagacity would be more than counter- 
balanced by your disgust at his ingratitude 

Your classification of Calvinists and Universa- 
lists is not objectionable. There never was 
a Calvinist yet who could support his hypothe 

sis any other way than shutung his Bible, di- 
vesting himself of reason, libeiling nature, and 
outraging common sense. And Universalists. 
who would save all men, by proving thai 
there is no devil to destroy them; or if thes 
fear the devil, destroy the Son of God, to save 
themselves, are as correct as the Calvinists; 
and between them both, would destroy every 
thing in the verse, without sparing even th 
Creator himseit! We believe God, who ha 

declared, *‘ O israel, thou hast destroyed thy 

self; but in me is thy help.” We believe Go 

is not a destroyer, buta Saviour. It is imma 

terial to us how many hells, or devils, o1 
deaths there are. fut it is of the utmos 
consequence to us, that we should be the re- 
deemed of the Lord, and have eternal life im 
Christ, and be tn him reconciled to God; and 
through and by him bave the victory over all 
things, that can “ hurt or destroy.” We con- 
sider the appellation, Universalist, to be very 
vague and indetinite. The Stoic, who would 
destroy evil and pain, by being insensible to 
their efle ts;—the Skeptic, whose doubts would | 
annihilate even his own unbelief;—the dtheist, 
who denies the existence or indentity of any 
heaven or hell;—the Deist, who denies the 

existence of the soul after death;—and the 
Theist, who considers the Creator of all worlds 
as the origin, source, centre, and end of ai 

things, are, by fair inference, according to the 
common acceptation of the term, Universalists. 
because they deny the endless misery of any 
creature. ‘Che worshippers of Jugernaut, 0: 
Fo, of the Sun, and indeed all Idolaters of any 
description, are, by fair inference, Orthodox, 
because they believe in the misery of all thos 
who do not belong to their faith, and bend the 
knee to their image. But to us there is bat 
‘One Lord, one faith, one baptism, one God 
and Father of all, who ts above all, and through 
all, and in you all.” The religion of Jesus is 
the religion of nature; and the religion oi 
nature is the religion of God. ‘The learned 
nonsense which has been poured upon the work: 
by polemic divines, and which has produced a 
confusion of religious sentiment and doctrine, 
equal to the cenfusion of languages at Babei, 
has lost much of its gloss, and is fast verging to 
merited and irretrievable disgrace and oblivion. 





A new era is dawning upon the world of man- 
kind. The iron visage of superstition is at 





ry . 
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lived with her husband in the utmost harmo- 
ny.” Achange of heart was necessary, and 
jwhy Probably she had not yet believed in 
the doctrine of an wame reiful punishment She 
had not yet given her attention to the contem- 
plation of the heart-wither: ng doctrine of end- 
less torment; but during the revival of religion 
her attention was arrested, and she converted 
to the religion of the day, to the orthodox doc- 


length seen through the covering, which her 
deluded votaries had veiled her with. Ihe 
light of eternal truth has pierced the clouds, 
which for centuries has enveloped the world 
in darkness; and the rays of the Sun of Righ- | 
teousness penetrated the caverns of the inqui- 
sition, destroyed the engines of torture, pro- 
claimed good-will to man, and the standard of 
peace 1s raised on the ruins of monkish super-| 
stilion and ecclesiastical tyranny and oppres- | trine of an implacable, vindictive, and enraged 
sion. ‘* This is the Lord’s doings; it is won-| Deity, and unutterable, never-ending torment 
derful in our eyes. O Lord God of Hosts,)and despair. ler her 
who ts a strong Lord like unto thee ? or to thy |tion,—she believed what her teachers pretend- 
faithiulness round about thee? The heavens ed,—there was but one alternative,—she saw 
are thine; the earth is thine; the world and herself a sinner, Omnipotence incensed,— 
the fulness thereof, thou hast founded them. justice without mercy demanded the sacritice, 
Justice and judgment are the halutation of thy and her fears pointed to her as the victim,— 


ihrone; mercy and truth shall go before thy there remained one ligature which dcspair had 


» 


sincerily Was destruc- 


face. Blessed is the people that know the/not severed,—it was the last point in creation 
joyful sound; they shall walk, O Lord, in the | which hope could dwell on,-it was death!-a mo- 


ight of thy countenance. In thy name shall ther’s love prompted,—lHELL executed,—and 
they rejoice all the day; and in thy righteous-| destruction saved the souls of her children. Let 
vess Shall they be exalted. For the Lord is|these spiritual incendiaries behold the frenzied 
our defence; andthe Holy One of israel is our|mother, and horror-struck father, standing 


King.” jaghast and speechless over the victims of their 
(To be concludid next week ) cruelty, sacrificed on the altar of modern ortho- 

paca : 
Note. The duty we owe our correspondents, obliges us doxy. Phe last stragule of the burning tofant, 


t ‘ 
» couUnue our remarks on Philotheus, do the ne ut Neumber. i kindled in Molo h’s gloomy worshippe ra daw n 


lof hope, for Moloch could be appeased; but 
| the demon whom your traditions conjured up 
jin the terrified imagination of your proselyte, 
To the Editor of the Gospel Herald. |rioted in misery, despised mercy, and revelled 
in destruction. Let the these 
Dear Sir, jabominable doctrines add these three to the 
By giving the following extract, taken from already swelled catalogue of their victims, and 
me of our daily papers published in this city, settle the account with their consciences. ‘This 
ud the observations made on the same, a place |is called a ** horrid transaction.’ No doubt all 
a your useful paper, you will confer a favour} will agree to that; but what led her to commit 
on a subscriber ‘this horrid deed? She was taught that there 
‘* Horrid Transaction.—The Western Re-!is a sia unpardonable in its own nature; that 
erve Chronicle, printed at Warren, Trumbell |q person may commit that sin, and yet not be 
ounty, Ohio, of the first instant, gives a dis- fully sensible of it, on account of the myslerves 
wessing account of the death of Philemon, : 
William, and Cyrus, three only children of Mr. pentanee here, nor hereafter; and if it even 
Zaphna and Lois Stone, of Kinsman, in that could be repented of, no forgiveness could be 
county, who were drowned by the hand of xpected/ Is not her insanity, so called, easily 
their mother. ‘The circumstances are accounted for? She unfortunately believed het 
liar, and were communicated for publication by teachers; but why did she take away the lives 
a clergyman. Mr. and Mrs. Stone i essed ' , 


> Let the woman an 
imiable dispositions; sustained unblemished cha- | swer for herself. © If they are taken off at their 
and had lived ulmast | present they will be happy.” She 
varmony. During a late revival of religion,|must have been r the full belief of the 
Mrs. Stone was awakened, and supposed sh I ommon doctrine of the day, that if they had 
had experienced achange of heart. Soon aiter,| lived to the age of accountability, 


——— 


COMMUNICATIONS. 


teachers of 


in religion, and that this sin admits of no re- 


pectle- 


of her children Insane 


‘ 


racters ; gether in the tender uge, 


under 


they would 


nowever, she settled down in a state of gloom/more than probably be lost. i will ouly put 

und melancholy, and declared she had commit-| these queslions to the teachers of the above 

ted the unpardonable sin. . nd rthis impres-|sentiments, and close the subject. If these 

sion, and believing that MW taken off at their! doctrines are true, did the woman act insane ? 
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present tender age, the children would bejit she was insane, did not tauith In vour doc- 
happy, and believing also, that having com itrines (1 call them yours, because they are not 
miited the unpardonable sin, no injury would found in the te timony of God) taske her ec 
And is not the beliet of 


strongest jt of we 


. : ' 
follow to herseli—while her husband was gone 


to meeting on Sunday, the l4th May, she’! 


your s 


nitments the 
} ‘ 
that she 


i 
naive Wik Tsune 


frowned the htile innocents ina spring about) is it not an tmevitable conse quence. that the 
three fect deep. Verdict of the coroner's tu-| mise ry of those who profess this fiath, will 
quest, Drowned by the mother in a fii of ine} increase in proportion to their fith: and that 
sanity.” lthetr salvation proceeds trom their doubts, aud 

Atter perusing the above extract, the follow-| their damnation from their + ritv. and the 
ing thouchts presented themselves to m realer them sincersty, the more iutolerable 


mind. ‘this Mrs. S., according to the ortho-j|their suffering ? 
doxy of the age, was without hope and without, ——— 
God in the world; lor, Says the clergyman | To the Editor of the Gospel Herald 


** Mrs. S. was awakened, and supposed she had) 
experienced a change of heart;’’ and yet this 
Mrs. S. * possessed an amiable disposition, should be so great 
sustained an unblemished character, and had kinds of forth, as there 18 at the present 


that there 
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It mav seem strange at first view, 


lay 
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among those who proiess to believe in the}speak of doubting, as respected their tinal| everlasting. 


same God. If the same God was the object of 
the saints faith formerly, that we pretend so 
variously to believe in, and were we governed 
by the same principles they were, we should 
not differ as to our faith in Christ from them 
Why was there not such a striking difference 
in the days of the apostles, relative to the re. 
ligion of Jesus, as exists at the present day ? 
Is it not because God was the real, and not, as 
at this day, the pretended object of faith? 
There isa vast difference between the real 
and the tdeal existence of a thing. If our 
faith is predicated upon our own conceptions 
of Deity, aside from the Scriptures, is it mar- 
vellous that we should differ as variously as we 
have been taught to conceive the thing different? 
No! Ifour faith proceeds from real knowledge 
of God, conveyed to us through the medium 
of his Spirit, where is the cause of difference ” 
Should we not all agree that Jesus is Lord by 
the Holy Ghost, as universally, as we agree 
that sugar is sweet, and vinegar sour by the 
taste? Butif we speculate about Deity, and have 
no other knowledge of him, than that which 
is merely prescriptive, figurative, and allegori- 
cal, what can we know of him with certainty ? 
Will prescriptions, figures and allegories, give 
any man the essential knowledge of simple 
comprehensible things ? Certainly not. How 
then is it possible to know any thing certainly 
of God, who is infinite and incomprehensible, 
by the same means? And are not these the 
means, and I was going to say the only means, 
used to know God, and at the same time reject- 
ed as insufficient to convey any adequate idea 
of simple things? How degrading and unwor- 
thy of the knowledge of Deity do we render 
ourselves, by taking this ground to know him ? 
Hence, is not the great variety, or rather, the 
want of true faith, plainly accounted for? If 1 
am not mistaken in this, the next thing to be 
inquired, is what will cause unity of faith, in 
the bonds of unspeakable peace ? 
An Impartiatist. 


—<—— 
To the Editor of the Gospel Herald, 


In the professing religious world, we hear 
much of vital religion, experimental religion, 
and religious experience, while believers in a 
finished salvation, for ali mankind, are gene- 
rally supposed to be destitute of such feelings; 
supposed to be merely cold calculators, having 
but little warmth of feeling, and denying the 
work of the Spirit upon the heart. Such, how- 
ever, is not the case. They do not, it is true, 
attach the same meaning to the above-named 
phrases, neither are they found so often 
with them on their lips; they place no de- 
pendence upon their religious frames, as 
being in any degree the procuring cause of 
their acceptance with God. They have the 
full assurance, that they are the children of 
God, and the ground of it is, “* that God is the 
Father of the spirits of all flesh;” they, there- 
fore, have no doubts, and they do most cheer- 
fully acknowledge the work of the Spirit upon 
the heart, and that its influences are great. 
James, in his general Epistle, Ist chap. 27th 
verse, informs us, that “pure and undefiled 
religion,” consists in ‘‘ visiting the fatherless 
and widows in their afflictions;"’ and this, me- 
thinks, is far preferable to what professors of 
the present day appear to consider as pure 
religion and undefiled. The apostles did not 
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salvation, and of the consequent fearings, sor- 
rowings and despondencies, which are the 
concomitants of such a state. They were, it 
is true, often depressed under the conscious- 
ness of the depravity of human nature, of 
their being such unprofitable servants, after 
having received so much from the hands of a 
gracious Master. It was under the influence of 
such feelings, that Paul exclaimed, ‘‘ Miserable 
man that I am, who shall deliver me from the 
body of this death.” But looking forward to 
the cheering prospect which opened to his 
view beyond the bounds of time, he could in 
faith triumphantly exclaim, ‘‘ Thanks be to God 
who hath given us the victory through Jesus 
Christ our Lord.” Never for one moment did 
he doubt of ‘* his acceptance in the Beloved.”’ 
Was it not vital religion which led him to ex- 
claim, ‘* O the depth of the riches, both of the 
wisdom and knowledge of God; how unsearcha- 
ble are his judgments, and his ways past find- 
ing out; for who hath known the mind of the 
Lord ? or who hath been his counsellor? or 
who hath first given him, and it shall be recom- 
pensed unto him again ? For of him, and through 
him, and to him, are all things, to whom be 
glory forever, Amen.”’ The strong conviction, 
that when the fulness of the Gentiles was 
come in, all Israel should be saved, rested with 
such an indelible impression upon his mind, 
that out of the fulness of a heart overflowing 
with gratitude to his Father God, he was con- 
strained to give it vent in this rapturous excla- 
tation. In all this there was nothing like 
melancholy, but rather an ecstasy of feeling, 
which seemed to lift the soul far above all 
terrestrial bondage, and to give it more than a 
prelibation of the joys of heaven. Indeed, 
no language is glowing enough, to describe the 
gratitude that swells in the believer’s bosom, 
when, with the clear eye of faith, he perceives 
what God has done for his soul. And how is 
it heightened, when he is enabled to look upon 
every son and daughter of Adam as blessed of 
the common Father, whose will it is, that they 
shall ‘* inherit the kingdom prepared for them 
from the foundation of the world?’ What 
though he sees ‘‘ the whole creation groaning 
and travailing in pain?’ yet he knows that 
Deity, ‘‘ from seeming evil still educes good.” 
He knows that “ the storms of wintry time will 
quickly pass;’’ and when all shall know God 
as their kind indulgent Father, and Jesus Christ 
their Saviour, then shall an ‘* unbounded spring 
of heavenly joys encircle all.” Such, Mr. Edi- 
tor, are my views of the religion of the heart; 
such its cheering influence. Receiving all man- 
kind as equally loved of the Father, it operates 
as a stimulous to every good and virtuous deed. 
And such methinks will be the feelings of those, 
whom John, in prophetic vision, ** heard, say- 
ing, Blessing, and honour, and glory, and power, 
be unto him who sitteth on the throne, and unto 
the Lamb, for ever and ever.” 

If you think these remarks will be of any 
service to your readers, you are at liberty to 
publish them in your paper; and the writer 
would be gratified to see further remarks 
from you, or any one who might think the 
subject worthy of comment. 

a + a 


Pull the beam out of thine own eye. 


It is understood we have been accused of 
perverting the Scriptures, by limiting the word 


This word is connected with the 
punishment of the wicked, but six times ir 
the New Testament. The original word is 
aw.* Now this word is used seventy times 
in the Scriptures, and in a limited sense; con. 
sequently, those who give it an unlimited sense, 
pervert it seventy times, while we pervert it 
only six times! Our accusers, therefore, are 
guilty in the ratio of seventy degrees, and we 
six degrees. This is really a mote, compared 
with their BEAM! 

* Note. This word in the singular, is age; in the 
plural, ages. This same word is translated ages,—tworld 
for ever,—everlasting,—elernal,—and once, “ of old”! !' 

—»>— 
“If any man sin, we have an advocate with the 
Father, Jesus Christ the righteous.” 

This declaration was made by John, the 
apostle and servant of Christ. John does not 
say, that he has a hope if the elect, or the 
good, regenerate, pious people, if they should 
sin, will have an advocate; but “if any man 
sin, we have an advocate with the Father.”’ 
What is the duty of an advocate ? Is it not to 
do all in his power to benefit the cause of his 
client ? Is it not to prove his client innocent of 
the crimes alleged against him, and to pro- 
cure a verdict in his favour? We believe it is. 
And, further, we believe an advocate would be 
far from doing his duty, who should neglect tu 
clear his client from even the imputation of 
blame, were it in his power so to_do. 

On the authority of John, the ifispired apos- 
tle of Christ, we declare, that Jesus Christ is 
the advocate for sinners, without the exception 
of ONE. And we ask, will Jesus Christ, 
whom the Scriptures declare to be the Saviour, 
and to be One who is Mighty to save, will he 
leave his client to be a prey to his enemy ? 
No! His ‘ blood cleanseth from all sin; he is 
the propitiation for the sins of the whole 
world.”” He, the Almighty Advocate, himself 
bore the sins of his clients, and with them en- 
dured the cross, and despising the shame, has 
purged them from all sin, and has declared, 
that the verdict to be pronounced, ‘is life 
everlasting.”’ ‘I came not to judge the world, 
but to save the world. For I have not spoken 
of myself; but the Father which sent me, he 
gave me acommandment, what | should say, 
and what I should speak. And J know that bis 
commandment is life everlasting.”” John, 12th 
Chap. 


—~—— 


An Important Question. 


How can ‘“ Christ be the Saviour of ai’ 
men,’’ without all men are saved by him ? 
—~— 


To Correspondents. 

A number of communications are unavoidably postponed, 
&c. Theodore shall be seasonably noticed. y 

Correspondents are requested to put a signature to their 
communications; a single letter of the alphabet is sufficient. 

All Communications forwarded to the Editor per mail, to be 
published in this paper, must be “* post paid.” City corres- 
pondents are informed, that a lettes-box is placed at the en- 
trance of the office of the Gospel Herald, 93 Gold Street, for 
the reception of their communications. 

— <> 
NOTICE. 

*,* Persons wishing to subscribe for this paper, are re- 
spectfully requested to call at No. 454, Pearl-Street, where a 
subscription is open, and where they can obtain the Numbers 
from the first. 
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